REMARKS - 

This is intended as a Ml and complete response to the Office Action doted June 
23, 2010, having a shortened statutory period for response mtm expire on September 23, 
2010, Applicants have attached a Petition, for a One Month Extension of Time, in 
accordance with 3? C.P.R. §0136. extending the statutory period until October 23, 2010. 
Applicants respecthOlly request entry and consideration of the above noted amendment 
and the following remarks m response to the Office Aeibn, 

QAlMREjECTIONS- 

CJaims 22-27 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.& Fatem No. 6 ,545,096 (Horuki) k view of OS. Patent No. 4,332,122 {imitmm}. The 
Office Action states that "method limitations are not .germane to the patentability of a 
product m a product claim". Appellants recognize the U.S. Patent Office holds that if the 
claimed composition reads on a prior art composition, then it will properly draw a 
rejection of unpatentability, even if produced by a difterent process. However, 
Applicants respectfully submit that the blow molding recitation In the pending claims is 
not merely a method limitation. As known to one skilled m the art, the method of 
forming polymer articles directly determines both the type of article formed and the 
properties thereof Accordingly, articles forrned from processes other than blow molding; 
■would necessarily be different and have different properties Iron) those claimed, 

further, the Office Action states that if "blow molding provides structural 
differences from Honda than those structural differences should be claimed". Applicants 
respectfully submit that such differences are claimed by the recitation of blow molding, 
as known in the art. 

However- Applicants rurther assert thai Hmda teaches forming a Sim from a 
blend of throe polymers, wherein JS-4S wi% of the blend is a low density polyethylene 
(i.e., a density of less than 0.9! gfenO). Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that 
Hmuh does not teach, show or suggest the features of the amended claims. Speetileaiiy, 
Honda does not teach, show or suggest a parison formed froni a single polymer 
consisting essentially of the claimed polymer. 
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Further s the Office Action asserts that Honda discloses a srngk polymer. 
However, on column 2 5 Ikes 43-4?, It Is written that when medical vessels art? made from 
this kind of polymer (M-LLDPE), the heat resi»ce of the vessels Is not sufficient 
resulting in frequent deformation due to heat when the vessels are sterilized at 1 IS*C. In 
contrast, the pending claims recite that the pooch made of a metalioeene catalyzed 
polyethylene retains its integrity at a sterilization temperature of 1 1S°C. This is not the 
ease for the M-LL'DPE to which Momfa refers to. As a result, Honda combines three 
polyethylene having different properties. Accordingly, Hmda clearly leaches away 
from the features of the present claims and thai addition of the other polymers affects toe 
basic and navel characteristics of the film. 

Moreover, in Honda's document, one can see that the comparative example 1 
made of only a meodlocene polyethylene having a density 0.93(1 (see, table 1, column 6) 
shows a very low transparency after sieriiiMtion at 1 1 5°C (me, tabic 2, comparative 
example \, transparency: 41. 0)- Accordingly, Homk does not disclose a squeezable 
liquid Oil pouch made of a single polymer which can be sterilized at a temperature of at 
least 1 irC and which retains a transniritanee (transparency) of at least 95%. as claimed, 

Wfflksw does not supply such missing limitations. WiHimm teaches a liquid 
which Is sterilized in a dispenser or a container by autoclaving at elevated temperature 
(column & lines 1-4). Appropriate autoclavable containers include those constructed of 
beat resistant glass and high melting point resins such as tire polyvinyl resins (polyvinyl 
chloride), see, column S h lines 18-22. Further, column 6, lines 14-31 relates to temporary 
container or dispenser made of heat resistant glass, which eaa be autoclaves! several 
times. By this process, the sterilized liquid can be raised to remperamres above 120X, 
whereas io current commercial operations, it Is difficult to sanely raise the temperature 
above lire. 

Thereafter, the sterilized liquid and the steriiked package are connected in a 
sterile manner to each other (column S, lines 640). The packaging is made of either nom- 
autoclavablc or autoclavable material (column 5. lines 44% Column 6, lines 1-20 
discloses that by proceeding with the wet sterilisation of only the liquid and its temporary 
container or dispenser. It is possible to raise the liquid to temperatures higher than those 
presently employed. Only the temporary dispenser or condenser made of glass or the 
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like, such as polyvinyl chloride,-. i» s^riKsed -at high temperature and the packaging Unit 
when, made of autoelavabfe materials such as polyvinyl chloride is sterilized under 
autoclave (column 5, Hues 45-48). William? mmmmi does mt at all disclose 
sterilization at IW : 'C of a liquid fill pouch made of a an .-ethylene bis (4,5i;?4ctrahydr0" 
i-iodeoyl) irireonium dtchioride catalyzed polyethylene, said pouch retaining its integrity 
alter sterilization. 

Even if the skilled person starting from ■. Honda's document and focused with the 
problem of the invention, (which is to provide a squeezable liquid fill pouch made of a 
single polymer which can be sterilized at a temperature of at least U8*C and which is 
still keeping after sterilization very good optics (transmltece (^trausparencyj of at least 
95% and haze ol: less than 35%)), were to try and combine Htmfa and Willmm, one 
would not arrive at the claimed subject matter because there is no indication in. Wiilimm 
that a pouch made of a single ethylene bis (4,S,6,74etrahydro4undenyi) zirconium 
diehiori.de catalysed polyethylene retains its integrity at a sterilization temperature of 
lire. Accordingly, Applicants resjrectfufly request withdrawal of the rejection. 

In conclusion, Applicants submit that the references cited in the Office Action, 
neither alone nor in. combination, teach, show, or suggest the claimed features, ilavhig 
addressed ail issues set out in the Office Action, Applicants respectfully submit that, the 
clajpB are In condition for albwa«ee^- : ^f>©ptfeHy ^uest the same. 
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Respectfully subuliitedry 
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